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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-10 are presented for examination. 



Drawings 



2. Applicant needs to submit formal drawings for the drawings submitted on 3/4/04, 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Helgeson et al. 
6,643,652 (Hereinafter Helgeson). 

5. As per claims 1, 6, 8 and 9, Helgeson teaches the following: 

Portal application for implementation on a multipurpose computer for providing access 
from a client to a multimedia service , (e.g., The present invention presents a method for 
managing data exchange among systems connected via a network. A plurality of predefined 
stylesheets are generated, with each stylesheet describing a mapping between a system specific 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 
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local format and a generic interchange format. A data object is received from a first system in a 
first system specific local format. This data object is translated from the first system specific 
local format to a generic interchange format object with the predefined stylesheets using a 
system specific service which utilizes a native application programming interface of said first 
system. The data object is then translated from the generic interchange format to a second 
system specific local format object with the predefined stylesheets using a system specific 
service which utilizes a native application programming interface of said second system. The 
translated data object is then transferred to the second system, col.2, lines 51 - 67), 

wherein the portal application comprises a plurality of services (e.g., PreferenceManager- 
-Set user preferences, SecurityManager—Manage user privileges. Assign permitted operations 
on objects to users and groups. ServiceHolderManager— Enable and disable common services 
(discussion, chat, etc.), col. 7, lines 47-61, col. 4 line 39 - col. 12 line 8), 

respectively structured according to the model-view-controller architecture (e.g., The 
architecture of the present invention adopts a three-tier model and is shown in the diagram in 
FIG. 3. In FIG. 3 a tier 1 web user 301 is connected electronically to a tier 2 web server 305 
which is connected to a tier 3 applications server 307. Also in Tier 1 a dedicated user 311 may 
be directly connected to a tier 3 applications server 307. And the tier 3 applications server 307 
may be connected to a database management system 309, col. 11, lines 27 - 38, col. 10, line 24 - 
col. 31, line 29, Application Development Model, col. 33, line 65 - col. 136, line 67), 

and respectively comprising at least one model containing data (e.g., database 
management system 309, col. 11, lines 27 - 38, col. 10, line 24 - col. 31, line 29), a controller 
(e.g., Servlet, col., 27, line 20 - col. 38, line 45), and at least one view (e.g., Java Server Page, 
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col, 27, line 20 - col. 38, line 45), for the presentation of data of the model (e.g., a tier 3 
applications server 307. Also in Tier 1 a dedicated user 31 1 may be directly connected to a tier 3 
applications server 307. And the tier 3 applications server 307 may be connected to a database 
management system 309, col 11, lines 27 - 38, col. 10, line 24 - col. 31, line 29), wherein the 
services are designed to communicate with each other by means of the controller a tier 3 
applications server 307. Also in Tier 1 a dedicated user 3 1 1 may be directly connected to a tier 3 
applications server 307. And the tier 3 applications server 307 may be connected to a database 
management system 309, col. 11, lines 27 - 38, col. 10, line 24 - col. 31, line 29), 

a plurality of views (e.g., Java Server Pages, col., 27, line 20 - col. 38, line 45, An 
application would typically also include UI components (such as JSP pages or servlets) which 
would use such business components, col. 33, line 65 - col. 136, line 67), for the presentation of 
data of different mark-up languages (e.g., HTML, XSL/XSLT, WAP/WML, etc. figure 4), 

Multimedia service comprises a portal application (e.g., services offered by information 
server, interface server, business server of the SABA business platform, figure 17), 

sending a request to a first core service responsible for user management and/or 
administrative processing (e.g., communication between the applications, common business 
objects and the core services, figure 5), 

forwarding the request from the first core service to a second special service (e.g., core 
service forwarding emails, faxes to the particular services handling them, col. 22, line 59 - col. 
38, line 46, and 

establishing a communication between the client and the second special service (e.g., 
client connection to the SABA business platform services supported by the interface server, 
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figure 17, The present mechanism provides a solution to the needs described above through a 
system and method for managing data exchange among systems in a network. The systems and 
methods of the present mechanism translate data from a system specific local format to a generic 
interchange format object, and vice versa, with predefined stylesheets using generic components 
and a system specific service components which utilize a native application programming 
interface of the specific local system, abstract). 



6. As per claims 2-5, 7, 10, Helgeson teaches the following: 

a controller (e.g., Servlet) of a service is designed to select one of a plurality of views 
(e.g., Java Server Pages) of the service according to the mark-up language used, the state of the 
controller is a function of a client's request, the special services are distributed over a network 
(e.g., HTML, XSL/XSLT, WAP/WML, etc. figure 4, The present mechanism provides a solution 
to the needs described above through a system and method for managing data exchange among 
systems in a network. The systems and methods of the present mechanism translate data from a 
system specific local format to a generic interchange format object, and vice versa, with 
predefined stylesheets using generic components and a system specific service components 
which utilize a native application programming interface of the specific local system, abstract). 

a controller of a service is designed to control at least one further controller of another 
or the same service (e.g., Servlet controlling another servlet handling a service , col, 27, line 20 
- col. 38, line 45), 
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a controller of a service is designed to control a plurality of views for different 
presentations (e.g., Servlet controlling multiple Java Server pages for different user services, col, 
27, line 20 - col. 38, line 45), 

depending on one of the browser characteristic of the client, - device characteristics, time 
and/or date location, language, and user preferences (e.g., depending on locales, languages, 
timezones, and display formats, etc., col., 27, line 20 - col. 38, line 45). 



Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 5/3/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues (1) "model- view-controller is a well known software implementation, 
and comprises a logical structure of a software program. Such a model- view-controller does not 
comprise a hardware arrangement. The examiner disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. 
Helgenson teaches the well-known concept of the use of model- view-controller that uses 
hardware (e.g., col, 2, line 51 - col, 4, line 35). Therefore examiner believes that the claimed 
limitations are taught by the prior art. 

Applicant argues (2) "Helgenson has noting to do with a logical organization of a multi- 
media service according to model- view-controller software model". The examiner disagrees in 
response to applicant's arguments. Helgenson teaches the well-known concept of the use of a 
service to handle well-known web content server multimedia data using the model- view- 
controller (e.g., col, 2, line 51 - col., 4, line 35). Therefore examiner believes that the claimed 
limitations are taught by the prior art. 
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Conclusion 



8. The prior art made of record (see form PTO-892 cited arts, applicant submitted IDS cited 
arts, international search cited arts) and not relied upon is also considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (703) 605-5234. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee, can be reached at (703) 305-8498. 
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The appropriate fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 
Haresh Patel 
July 10, 2004 
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